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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This FINAL action is responsive to the response filed on 6/3/2009. 

2. In the response claims 24 and 26-42 remain pending. Claims 24, 31, 34 and 40 are the independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicall} disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person ha\ ing ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. Claims 24 and 26-42 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matsumoto (U.S. 7,373,140, 
filed Oct 19, 2000) in view of Flowers, Jr. (U.S. 5,533,174, filed Oct 26, 1993). 

Regarding Independent claim 24, A method performed by a server, comprising: (i) storing a client profile, the client 
profile comprising a font capabilities list lor each of multiple client de\ ices, each font capabilities list comprising a list 
of fonts lor which the device has font structure data, the font structure data defining the structure in which text 
formatted with the respective font is to be rendered; (ii) receiving text data addressed to a designated one of the 
devices, the text data comprising text and font identifiers, the font identifiers identifying which fonts to use to render 
the text; ( iii) comparing the font identifiers in the text data with the fonts in the capabilities list of the designated 
device, to determine the font identifiers for which the designated device lacks font structure data; (iv) transferring the 
lacking font structure data and the text data to the designated device, wherein the device stores the received font 
structure data in the client de\ ice; and (\ ) updating the client profile with the stored font structure data. 

Matsumoto discloses storing a client profile defined as UAPROF (User Agent Profile) a standard of the Wireless 
Application Protocol which contains the agent type and device capabilities further residing in a server called a profile 
repository (column 1, lines 30-60). Matsumoto discloses a server that stores font information used by a wireless client 
and provides an only necessary font to a wireless client. Thus he teaches storing a font capabilities list which is a list of 
fonts stored in a font server disclosed in fig 3 numeral 5 being sent to devices based on their capabilities as determined 
by the UAPROF. Although Matsumoto mentions the use of identifiers between the client and server, he doesn't 
explicitly teach the use of font identifiers. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text 



Application/Control Number: 10/788,870 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2178 

and font identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Flowers discloses comparing the font identifiers in the text data with list 
of font capabilities in the f AH server to minimize traffic on the network using the abbreviated identification 
information for accessing fonts (see column 3, lines 25-45). The FAF server transfers the lacking font structure data 
and the text data to the device. In column 13, lines 5-10, Flowers discloses that the de\ ice stores the received font 
structure data in the client device. Flowers discloses in column 6, lines 1-5 that the font sen er responds to each request 
by sending the client only the requested information. Therefore it's ob\ ions that the sener refrains from transferring 
font structure data if the device already has the font data. Matstimoto also states in column 12, lines 25-35 that the font 
memories residing on the sener keeps a font that has been used thereby refraining from sending font data the client 
already stores. Matstimoto states in column 7, lines 25-35 that the required font is stored in the wireless client. 
Matstimoto already disclose.- updating profile information residing in the user information database ol'lig 1 numeral 
33. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
teachings of Matstimoto to include the use of font identifiers. The moti\ ation for doing so would ha\ e been to minimize 
network traffic thereby impro\ ing connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier information to access 
the font server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Dependent claim 26, with dependency of claim 24, Matsumoto discloses the server receives the text data 
along with attendant font structure data required to render the text data, and, in step iv, the server operatively refrains 
from transferring the attendant front structure data to the device in response to determining in the comparing step that 
the device already has the attendant font structure data (column 12, lines 25-35, including the explanation provided in 
the Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claim 27, with dependency of claim 24, Matsumoto discloses requesting and receiving the 
lacking font structure data from a third part server (see fig 3 wherein the gateway server stores font data in a font 
memory 21 and further communicates with a third part font server to obtain lacking font structure data, including the 
explanation provided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claim 28, with dependency of claim 24, Matsumoto fails to teach font identifiers. Flower 
discloses determining w hether any of the font identifiers in the received text data that are not found in the font 
capabilities list of the designated device have equivalent counterparts that are found hi the font capabilities list of the 
designated device (Flowers discloses in column 6, lines 1-5 that the font server responds to each request by sending the 
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client only the requested in li irmation. Therefore it' s obvious that the server refrains from transferring font structure 
data if the device already has the font data, including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). At the time of 
the invention it would ha\ e been ob\ ions for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the teachings of 
Matsumoto to include the use of font identifiers. The moth ation for doing so would have been to minimize network 
traffic thereby improving connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier information to access the font 
server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Dependent claims 29, 32, 38 and 41, with dependency of claim 24, Matsumoto discloses further 
comprising a step, performed before slep ( i), ofrcceh ing a list of client font capabilities from each of the client de\ ices 
(see column 1, lines 30-60, wherein the profile alread} keeps track of the de\ ice capabilities including fon1 information, 
including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). 

Regarding Dependent claims 30, 33, 39 and 42, Matsumoto discloses wherein the client devices are wireless mobile 
communication devices (see fig 3 numeral 1). 

Regarding Independent claim 31, A method comprising the following steps performed by a server in the following 
order: (i) storing a client profile, the client profile comprising a font capabilities list lor each ol'multiple client devices, 
each font capabilities list comprising a list of louts for which the device has font structure data, the font structure data 
defining the structure in which text formatted with the respective font is to be rendered; (ii) receiving text data 
addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text data comprising text and font structure data for rendering the text; 
(iii) determining, from the stored capabilities list for the designated device, whether the device already has the font 
structure data; and (i\ ) transferring the text to the de\ ice, and operati\el> refraining from transferring the font structure 
data to the device in response to determining, in step iii, that the device already has the font structure data. 

Matsumoto discloses storing a client profile defined as UAPROF (User Agent Profile) a standard of the Wireless 
Application Protocol which contains the agent type and device capabilities further residing in a server called a profile 
repository (column 1 , lines 30-60). Matsumoto discloses a server that stores font hifonnation used by a wireless client 
and provides an only necessary font to a wireless client. Thus he teaches storing a fonl capabilities list which is a list of 
fonts stored in a font server disclosed in fig 3 numeral 5 being sent to devices based on their capabilities as determined 
by the UAPROF. Although Matsumoto mentions the use of identifiers between the client and server, he doesn't 
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explicit!) icach the use of font identifiers. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text 
and font identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Flowers discloses comparing the font identifiers in the text data with list 
of font capabilities in the FAF sen er to minimize traffic on the network using the abbreviated identification 
information lor accessing fonts (see column 3, lines 25-45). The FAF server transfers the lacking font structure data 
and the text data to the device. In column 13, lines 5-10, Flowers discloses that the de\ ice stores the received font 
structure data in the client device. Flowers discloses in column 6, lines 1 -5 that the font server responds to each request 
by sending the client only the requested information. Therefore it's ob\ ions that the sen er refrains from transferring 
font structure data if the device already has the font data. Matsumoto also states in column 12, lines 25-35 that the font 
memories residing on the sen er keeps a font that has been used thereby refraining from -.ending font data the client 
already stores. Matsumoto states hi column 7, lines 25-35 that the required font is stored in the wireless client. 
Matsumoto already discloses updating profile information residing in the user information database of fig 1 numeral 
33. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
teachings of Matsumoto to include the use of font identifiers. The motivation for doing so would have been to minimize 
network traffic thereby improving connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier information to access 
the font server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Independent claim 34, A method comprising the following steps performed by a server in the following 
order: (i) storing a client profile, the client profile comprising a font capabilities list for each of multiple client devices, 
each font capabilities list comprising a list of fonts for which the device has font structure data, the font structure data 
defining the structure in which text formatted with the respective font is to be rendered; (ii) receiving text data 
addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text data comprising text and font identifiers, the font identifiers 
identifying which fonts to use to render the text; (iii) determining which of the text data's font identifiers is not found in 
the designated device's font capabilities list; (iv) determining whether another font identifier exists that is the same as 
said not found font identifier; and ( v) transferring the text data to the designated device. 

Matsumoto discloses storing a client profile defined as UAPROF (User Agent Profile) a standard of the Wireless 
Application Protocol which contains the agent type and device capabilities further residing in a server called a profile 
repository (column 1, lines 30-60). Matsumoto discloses a server that stores font information used by a wireless client 
and provides an only necessary font to a wireless client. Thus he teaches storing a font capabilities list which is a list of 
fonts stored in a font server disclosed in fig 3 numeral 5 being sent to devices based on their capabilities as determined 
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by the UAPROF. Although Matsumoto mentions the use of identifiers between the client and server, he doesn't 
explicitly teach the use of font identifiers. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text 
and font identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). flowers discloses comparing the font identifiers in the text data with list 
of font capabilities in the FAF server to minimize traffic on the network using the abbreviated identification 
information for accessing fonts (see column 3, lines 25-45). The FAF server transfers the lacking font structure data 
and the text data to the device. In column 13, lines 5-10, Flowers discloses that the device stores the received font 
structure data in the client de\ ice. Flow ers discloses in column 6, lines 1-5 that the font server responds to each request 
by sending the client only the requested information. Therefore it's ob\ ions that the sen er refrains from transferring 
font structure data if the device ahead) has the font data. Matsumoto also states in column 12, lines 25-35 that the font 
memories residing on the server keeps a font that has been used thereby refraining from sending tout data the client 
already stores. Matsumoto states in column 7, lines 25-35 that the required font is stored in the wireless client. 
Matsumoto ahead) discloses updating profile information residing in the user information database of fig 1 numeral 
33. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
teachings of Matsumoto to include the use of font identifiers. The motivation for doing so would have been to minimize 
network traffic thereby improving connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier information to access 
the font server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Dependent claim 35, with dependency of claim 34, Matsumoto tails to disclose font identifiers. Flower 
discloses wherein step i\ includes determining whether another font identifier exists in the designated font capabilities 
list that is the same as said not found font identi licr (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & 
column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25 & fig 2, including the explanation provided in the Independent claim). 
At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
teachings of Matsumoto to include the use of font identifiers. The motivation for doing so would have been to minimize 
network traffic thereby improving connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier information to access 
the font server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Dependent claim 36, with dependency of claim 34, Matsumoto tails to disclose font identifiers. Flower 
discloses wherein step iv includes determining whether the server has font structure data for said another font identifier, 
and step V includes transferring said font structure data for said another font identifier to the designated device (see 
abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25 & fig 2, 
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including the explanation pro\ ided in die Independent claim). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious 
for one of ordinan skill in die art lo ha\e modified the teachings of Matsttmoto to include the use of font identifiers. 
The motivation for doing so would has e been to minimize network traffic therebx impro\ ing connection speeds b\ 
using abbre\ iated lout specific identifier information lo access the font sen er disclosed in lig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Dependent claim 37, with dependency of claim 34, Matsumoto fails to disclose font identifiers. Flower 
discloses wherein step iv includes determining whether another server has font structure data for said another font 
identifier, and obtaining said font structure data from said other server, and step v includes transferring said font 
structure data for said another font identifier to the designated device (see abstract, column 2, lines 50-67 & column3, 
lines 1-50 & column 4, lines 50-67 & column 5, lines 1-25 & fig 2, including the explanation provided in the 
Independent claim). At the time of the in\ cut ion il would ha\e been ob\ ions for one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
modified die teachings of Matsumoto lo include the use of font identifiers. The motivation for doing so would have 
been lo minimize network Ira flic thereby improving connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier 
information to access the font server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

Regarding Independent claim 40, A method comprising the following steps performed by a server in the following 
order: ( i) storing a font capabilities list lor each of multiple client devices, each font capabilities list comprising a list of 
fonts for which the device has font structure data, the font structure data defining the structure in which text formatted 
with the respective font is to be rendered; ( ii ) reeei\ ing lexl data addressed to a designated one of the devices, the text 
data comprising tcxl and font identifiers, t he font identifiers identifying which fonts to use to render the text; (iii) 
determining which of the text data's font identifiers is not found in the designated device's font capabilities list; (iv) 
requesting and receiving font structure data for said not found font identifier from another server; and (v) transferring 
both the text data and the font structure data for said not found font identifier to the designated device. 

Malsumolo discloses storing a client profile defined as UAPROF (User Agent I'rolile) a standard of the Wireless 
Application Protocol which contains the agent type and de\ ice capabilities further residing in a server called a profile 
repository (column 1 , lines 30-60). Malsumoto discloses a server that stores font information used by a wireless client 
and provides an only necessary font to a wireless client. Thus he teaches storing a foul capabilities list which is a list of 
fonts stored in a font server disclosed in fig 3 numeral 5 being sent to devices based on their capabilities as determined 
by the UAPROF. Although Matsumoto mentions the use of identifiers between the client and server, he doesn't 
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explicitly teach the use of font identifiers. Flower describes receiving text data addressed to a device which include text 
and font identifiers (see column 5, lines 5-15). Flowers discloses comparing the font identifiers in the text data with list 
of font capabilities in the H AH sen er to minimize traffic on the network using the abbreviated identification 
information for accessing fonts (see column 3, lines 25-45). The FAF server transfers the lacking font structure data 
and the text data to the device. In column 13, lines 5-10, Flowers discloses that the de\ ice stores the received font 
structure data in the client device. Flowers discloses in column 6, lines 1-5 that the font server responds to each request 
by sending the client only the requested information. Therefore it's ob\ ions that the sen er refrains from transferring 
font structure data if the device already has the font data. Matsumoto also states in column 12, lines 25-35 that the font 
memories residing on the sen er keeps a font that has been used thereby refraining from -.ending font data the client 
already stores. Matsumoto states hi column 7, lines 25-35 that the required font is stored in the wireless client. 
Matsumoto already discloses updating profile information residing in the user information database of tig 1 numeral 
33. At the time of the invention it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified the 
teachings of Matsumoto to include the use of font identifiers. The motivation for doing so would have been to minimize 
network traffic thereby improving connection speeds by using abbreviated font specific identifier information to access 
the font server disclosed in fig 3 of Matsumoto. 

It is noted that any citation [[s]] to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and any 
interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any way . A reference is relevant for 
all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having ordinary 
skill in the art. [[See, MPEP 2123]] 



Applicant Argues: The FAF server however is so lch a font sen er. w hich is used onl\ lo i ninsl'cr font information to a 
requester. The FAF server does not receive or t ransfer text daia addressed lo a de\ ice, as reciled in cl aim 24. Thus 
neither liie clicni if ■! liic h Ah -cr u l-ail\'l in H--M - im Inllill i| K I unci i- i^ ■ I iL ■ i i i n I in claim 24 ( pg 
9, paragraph 2) 



Response to Arguments 



.5. 



Applicant's arguments filed 6/3/2009 have been fully considered but are not persuasive. 



The Examiner Respectfully Disagrees: 
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One cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., Inc., 800 
F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

If a user makes a request to obtain data from the internet on a wireless device it communicates with a server, this is how 
web pages are obtained onto the wireless device which is processed from the server to the device thus "receiving or 
transferring text data addressed to a device" as recited in claim 24. Furthermore Matsumoto shows both a font server 
and an information source server working together to send the lacking front structure and displaying the requested 
information, which a skilled artisan would realize is a web page thus including text, images etc. 

Applicanl Argues: The rcqucslc d iniorm al ion b . the kickinu f ont infor mati on. Sendin g on h thai i nlornuili o.n to t he 
reque stor m no iv;!\ Jbeioses dc i crmin inu whether a n e xi.Miii Li lr.nl ide ntil'ter i> the s ame as a font iil enli lier lor whic h 
font structure data is lacking, as recited in the claim, (pg 10, paragraph 2) 

The Examiner Respectfully Disagrees: Flowers doesn't randomly send lacking font structure data to the wireless 
device. A determination is made as to which structure is lacking as determined by analyzing the font identifier of the 
device, only then is the FAF server able to send the lacking front structure to the wireless device, thereby being able to 
display the requested information in the appropriate font. 

It is not necessary that the references actually suggest, expressly or in so many words the changes or 
improvements that applicant has made. The test for combining references is what the references as a whole 
would have suggested to one of ordinary skill in the art . In re Sheckler, 1 68 USPQ 7 1 6 (CCPA 1 97 1 ); In re 
McLaughlin 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971); In re Young 159 USPQ 725 (CCPA 1968). 



Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory 
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action is not mailed until alter the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period,, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension tee pursuant to 37 CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from 
the mailing dale of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed to 
Manglesh M. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-5937. The examiner can normally be reached on M, W 6 am-3 pm T, 
TH 6 am-2pm, Fr 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. Hong can be 
reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Potent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status informal ion for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Manglesh M. Patel 
Patent Examiner 
September 9, 2009 

Manglesh M Patel/ 
Manglesh Patel 
Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 78 
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